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The House met at 10 a.m.

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Eternal Beauty and Everlasting Lord
of all, cherry blossoms in Washington
are a true sign of the new life of spring.
They bring tourists from across the
Nation and from around the world to
marvel at fragile beauty and seek last-
ing promise here in the Nation’s cap-
ital of these United States.

Lord, bless the work of Congress dur-
ing these days of grace. May the
freshness of new ideas and bold under-
takings bolster the vigor of the Nation
while the hard work of all Americans,
the steadfast perseverance of military
forces and the stability of family life
sustain a climate of creativity and
prosperity for all Your people.

While the hidden roots of faith pene-
trate the landscape upon which we
walk and the far reaching branches of
charity draw strength from the sky
above, it is You who produce blossoms
of hope in human hearts, living in an
anxious yet cold world, and you do this
here, now, and forever.

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. BERKLEY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain 10 one-minutes on each side.

LONE STAR VOICE: GARY
SPURGER

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, Gary Spurger
of Humble, Texas has written me about
unlawful entry into the United States.
He says:

“I am writing you as I sit here and
listen to the news and watch on TV the
protests against immigration policy re-
form. I am tired of seeing those pro-
testers walking the streets that we
taxpayers pay for, using our school
buses and resources and then waving
Mexican flags and chanting ‘Mexico,
Mexico.’

“Please do not be blinded by the pro-
tests supporting illegal immigrants. If
we don’t take care of us then we will
not have the ability to help others less
fortunate. Allowing illegal immigrants
to siphon off resources that they pro-
vide no compensation to will in the end
be the fall of our society.

“We need to take heed of the lessons
of history such as Rome. It fell from
the inside by allowing fractured and
discordant groups to maintain their
own unique identity to the extent that
it caused Rome to no longer be Rome
but nothing more than a bunch of little
other countries. Recent history is
teaching us just by looking at France,
it is no longer French but so inclusive
to the point that France is nothing
more than a hodgepodge of other cul-
tures, not French.”

Mr. Speaker, people that come to the
United States must do so legally and
they must expect to assimilate into
this country and become Americans.

And that’s just the way it is.

YUCCA MOUNTAIN AND NUCLEAR
WASTE

(Ms. BERKLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, just
when I think the Department of En-
ergy couldn’t become more incom-
petent or dangerous, they do some-
thing that proves me wrong.

You will find this cartoon character
on a taxpayer-funded Web site run by
the Department of Energy. His job,
Yucca Mountain Johnny, is to convince
kids in Nevada that nuclear waste is
okay and that the State of Nevada is a
safe place to store nuclear waste.

What really bothers me is the mes-
sage that Yucca Mountain Johnny is
giving to our school children. This is
akin to Joe Camel telling our school
kids that smoking is healthy.

The Department of Energy ought to
dump Yucca Johnny and his slanted,
one-sided view of how our Nation
should address the issue of nuclear
waste disposal. We should stop using
taxpayers’ money to spread this mes-
sage. It is despicable.

The Las Vegas Sun wrote in an edi-
torial on March 25, ‘‘Children don’t
need a cartoon character to tell them
what is easily understood by most peo-
ple: nuclear waste is dangerous. Don’t
let anyone bury it in your backyard.”

Save the people of the State of Ne-
vada, the school children, and get rid of
Yucca Mountain Johnny. It is dis-
gusting.

IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Mr. FLAKE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, as Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives,
we are aware of the awesome power
that we have to make laws under which
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we all are governed, but we are also
uniquely acquainted with our own limi-
tations. Polls may indeed show that a
majority of our constituents today
would simply like to see our current
immigration laws enforced, but we are
in a position to know that such is un-
reasonable.

Deciding whether our role is to lead
or to follow is not a new conundrum.
During the Constitutional Convention
in 1787, George Washington counseled:
“If to please the people we do what we
ourselves disprove, how can we after-
wards defend our work?” It might be
comfortable in an election year to
warm ourselves by the populist fire
that we ourselves have stoked, but it is
not leadership.

Leaders appeal to the better angels of
our nature rather than bow to the
manifestations of our baser instincts.
The standard bearer of the modern con-
servative movement, Ronald Reagan,
understood this very well when he
talked about the shining city on the
hill. In his farewell address he de-
scribed this, ‘“‘a city with free ports
that hummed with commerce and cre-
ativity, and if there had to be city
walls,” he said, ‘‘the walls had doors
and the doors were open to anyone with
the will to enter.”

I hope that that is how we see it
today.

——————

DEMOCRATS UNVEIL PLAN FOR
REAL SECURITY

(Mr. NADLER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day the Democrats in the House, the
Senate and our Governors unveiled the
Democratic plan for real security. This
plan reveals the difference between the
Democrats and the Republicans and
the Bush administration in protecting
our country.

Among the differences, the greatest
danger we face is that al Qaeda gets
nuclear weapons. The problem with
getting nuclear weapons is how to find
fissionable material. There is enough
fissionable material lying around not
properly guarded in the former Soviet
Union for thousands of bombs. The
Bush administration wants to get it
out of there—in 30 years. Democrats
say, Get it now, all of it, by 2010 before
it is smuggled to al Qaeda to make nu-
clear weapons to use against American
citizens.

We are rightly concerned about the
Dubai Ports deal, who controls our
ports, but more important is what
comes into our ports. Eleven million
shipping containers a year, 40-foot
boxes, come into American ports. The
Republicans, the Bush administration,
inspects 5 percent of them. Democrats
say, no shipping container, not one,
should be put on a ship bound to an
American port till it is electronically
scanned and inspected by the United
States in the foreign port so that no
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atomic bomb gets put in there and we
know about it before it gets on the
ship, not after.

If we want to make our country safe,
we better elect some Democrats.

CONGRATULATING OHIO GIRLS’
STATE HIGH SCHOOL BASKET-
BALL CHAMPION MOUNT NOTRE
DAME COUGARS

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, while I
was at home last week in Ohio’s First
Congressional District, I had the honor
of attending a pep rally at Mount
Notre Dame High School. The school
spirit in that gym was really some-
thing to behold. Of course there was
cause for celebration, since the Cou-
gars captured their second Ohio girls’
State basketball championship in the
last 3 years with an overall record of
256-3. The Cougars faced a difficult road
to the championship, including a re-
gional final victory over a tough Oak
Hills Lady Scots team, which also hap-
pens to be in my congressional district.

Mount Notre Dame basketball has
become synonymous with success
throughout the State of Ohio. Not only
have they appeared in the State finals
3 years in a row, but this victory made
the Cougars the first Cincinnati girls’
basketball program to capture two
State titles. It is also important to
note that Mount Notre Dame excels in
academics.

It is a great honor for me to recog-
nize the success and achievements of
these outstanding young women, their
head coach Scott Rogers, his staff and
the entire student body. Their hard
work and dedication makes all Cincin-
natians proud.

Go Cougars.

———
LOBBYING REFORM

(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, it is
time for a spring clean at both ends of
Pennsylvania Avenue. In the wake of
the Jack Abramoff scandal, public ap-
proval for this Congress is at an all-
time low and voters are demanding new
priorities for America. But rather than
working to restore the public’s trust,
some are more interested in protecting
the culture of business as usual. They
are perfectly happy with their cozy re-
lationships where highly paid lobbyists
serve as their ‘‘back office,” writing
legislation, providing jobs to Members
and relatives, and lavishing them with
expensive dinners and trips.

Yesterday, for instance, the Senate
missed an opportunity for real reform
when it rejected new restrictions on
lobbyist-sponsored travel, presidential
libraries, and, most importantly, an
independent office of public integrity.

Think about it. You can’t take a ham
sandwich from a lobbyist but you can
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get on their private plane with a ham
sandwich. That is what they are al-
lowed to do. You could drive a truck
through those types of reforms. The
House Ethics Committee hasn’t even
met in more than a year when one
Member here has pled guilty and three
others are under investigation.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
won’t accept the continuation of busi-
ness as usual under the guise of real re-
form. When that gavel comes down, it
is intended to open the people’s House,
not the auction house.

It is time for new priorities in Amer-
ica.

——

HIGHER EDUCATION
REAUTHORIZATION

(Mr. KELLER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to give the American people
some straight talk on higher edu-
cation. The Higher Education Act be-
fore Congress today will strengthen the
Pell Grant program, expand Perkins
student loans, and increase access to
college for millions of worthy Amer-
ican students.

The Democrat substitute is called,
quote, reverse the raid on student aid.
Don’t believe the hype. Not one stu-
dent in America will receive less finan-
cial aid under our bill. Not one.

The heart of our bill is the Pell Grant
program. Let’s look at this chart to
show the history of Pell Grant funding
over 20 years. The yellow represents
when the Democrats were in control of
Congress. The red represents when Re-
publicans were in control of Congress.
Does that look like we have raided stu-
dent aid to you? The last 3 years Demo-
crats were in control of Congress, they
had a Democrat House and a Democrat
President and they cut Pell Grants
every single year in a row.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
are sick and tired of partisan slogans
and election-year double talk. This is a
good bill. I urge my colleagues to vote
“‘yes” on H.R. 609.

————

DEMOCRATIC REAL SECURITY
PLAN: REAL SECURITY STARTS
AT HOME

(Mr. PASCRELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day congressional Democrats unveiled
our detailed agenda to fully secure our
Nation. Since 9/11, we have worked to
make America safer, and we have at-
tempted to work in a nonpartisan way,
the record will show. Immediately
after 9/11, myself and some Democrats
were given the assignment to structure
ways of improving our intelligence,
aiding our first responders, and secur-
ing our infrastructure.

And really it is unconscionable that
some Republicans, some, have said that
this party had to wait till yesterday to



March 30, 2006

provide an agenda. I don’t know where
they have been for the last 4 years.
This is absolutely unacceptable. We
pushed for a Homeland Security De-
partment. We wanted a secretary to sit
at the table and be part of the Cabinet.
The independent 9/11 Commission gave
President Bush failing grades on Amer-
ica’s preparedness. Dirty bombs and
other deadly materials are still able to
enter the United States through unse-
cured ports and airports. The adminis-
tration has failed to meet the basic
needs.

Democrats have a plan. We will im-
plement all of the 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendations. We will improve border
security; invest in mass transit secu-
rity; fully man, train and equip first
responders; and we will screen 100 per-
cent of the containers before they come
into this country.

Mr. Speaker, we will make America
safer.

———
0 1015
WAR PLANS LEAKED TO SADDAM

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, last week a
disturbing report was released showing
evidence of a security breach at U.S.
Central Command in Doha, Qatar.

According to the report, Iraqi docu-
ments now in our possession show that
Russian officials provided Saddam Hus-
sein with intelligence on U.S. strategic
planning during the lead-up to the war
in Iraq. The documents say Russians
provided the intelligence through
‘““their sources inside the American
Central Command in Doha,” specific
details 2 weeks before our troops en-
tered Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, this is not a small mat-
ter. U.S. CENTCOM in Qatar is the
nerve center of our operations in Iraq.
That’s why it is absolutely vital that
we have full confidence in the security
of our operations there. With troops on
the ground and in harm’s way, it is es-
sential that we seek to find out how
this information was leaked and
whether or not such leaks could still be
happening.

While military officials have been
slow to investigate, Congress should
not be. Getting to the bottom of this
should be a top priority of the House
and Senate Intelligence and Armed
Services Committees. Nothing less
than the security of our troops is at
stake.

———
ATTACK ON STUDENT AID

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
student aid is under serious attack. As
I look at the 100 amendments that were
blocked from being considered later on
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today, we saw amendments that would
have extended the Pell Grant to quali-
fying prisoners. That is an attack on
student aid; an amendment that would
have provided forgiveness for teachers
who go into rural communities, that is
an attack on student aid; amendments
that would have restored $12 billion to
the student aid pool.

If those are not attacks on student
aid, then I need to be educated.

——————

CONGRATULATING KRISTINA
SLATER

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
it is a privilege for me to bring to the
attention of the U.S. House a wonder-
ful recognition of one of my constitu-
ents, Kristina Slater, and what she has
just received. Just yesterday she was
honored at the Pentagon with the
Decoration for Exceptional Civilian
Service Award at the Secretary of the
Army’s annual awards ceremony.

This award stands for more than a
certificate or a pin. It stands for supe-
rior commitment to excellence. It
stands for dedication. It stands for re-
markable pride in doing one’s job day
in and day out.

Kristina Slater’s work exemplifies
this. She was instrumental in helping
transition various information, tech-
nology functions, finances, and man-
power to meet current and future needs
of the Army. The results of this are
being met with strong operational suc-
cess, vital to everyone involved.

We are all extremely proud of
Kristina Slater and congratulate her
on this wonderful honor. As the highest
honorary award bestowed upon a civil-
ian employee by the Army, this worthy
achievement is a testament to Ms.
Slater’s diligent and loyal service to
our Nation.

I know the House joins me in thank-
ing Kristina Slater on this award and
her selfless service and dedication to
our Nation.

————

DEMOCRATIC PLANS FOR ENERGY
INDEPENDENCE

(Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. MILLENDER-MCcDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday the Democrats
rolled out a plan for emergency and en-
ergy independence by 2020.

Mr. Speaker, as the spring arrives,
gas prices are once again on the rise.
America’s dependence on foreign oil is
up to 60 percent. Dependence on foreign
sources of energy compromises our na-
tional security and makes families and
businesses less secure because of high
energy costs.

To free America from dependence on
foreign o0il, Democrats pledge to
achieve energy independence for Amer-
ica by 2020 by eliminating reliance on
oil from the Middle East and other un-
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stable regions of the world. We will in-
crease production of alternative fuels
from America’s heartland, including
bio-fuels, clean o0il, geothermal and
fuel cells. We will also promote hybrid
technology and enhance efficiency and
conservation incentives.

During consideration of an energy
bill last year, the Republican majority
rejected many of these proposals when
they were offered by Democrats. Under
a Democratic majority, energy inde-
pendence would finally become a re-
ality. That is what people want.

TIP FOR DEMOCRATS ON
IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, after many
months, the Democrats have managed
to release their so-called national secu-
rity agenda; and one of the things their
agenda calls for is improving border se-
curity.

Last year, House Republicans passed
the Border Protection, Anti-Terrorism
and Illegal Immigration Control Act as
well as the REAL ID Act. How do these
bills protect our borders?

First, the Border Security Act in-
creases penalties for illegal immigra-
tion and holds violators accountable to
restore the integrity of our Nation’s
borders, reestablishes respect for our
laws, and helps ensure that terrorists
cannot enter the United States.

Second, the REAL ID Act federally
standardizes the requirements for ap-
plying and issuing State identification
cards because the 19 hijackers respon-
sible for the 9/11 terrorist attacks car-
ried between them 13 valid driver’s li-
censes and 21 State-issued ID cards.

How did the Democrats vote on these
issues? 164 of them opposed the Border
Security Act and 152 opposed the REAL
ID Act. So Democrats now want to im-
prove border security? Here is a tip for
them: start voting for legislation that
does exactly that.

———

SEAL OUR BORDERS

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, the
issue is not hard to understand. The
American people understand this issue
and we are getting lots of calls into our
offices.

We have the immigration debate. As
we talk about illegal immigration, as
we discuss the problem of illegal entry
into this country, we all know that you
have to begin with the very first step.
It has to be a priority and that priority
is seal our borders.

We all learned in kindergarten that
the beginning is a very good place to
start. As we have this debate on illegal
immigration and illegal entry into this
country, let’s begin at the very begin-
ning by sealing the borders to this
great Nation.
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DEMOCRATS WILL NOT PROTECT
AMERICA

(Mrs. MILLER of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday congressional
Democrats outlined their agenda to
better secure America. I must say I
was a bit surprised by what they had to
say. Even though America has not been
attacked on our soil since September
11, 2001, even though the vast majority
of the leadership of the al Qaeda has
been Kkilled or captured, even though
we have toppled two dictatorships and
brought freedom to 50 million people in
Iraqg and Afghanistan, even though
funding has been dramatically in-
creased to aid first responders, the
Democrats are trying to peddle the
idea that President Bush has failed to
secure our Nation.

Even though it was the Democrats
who gloated that they ‘‘killed the PA-
TRIOT Act.” Even though it was the
Democrats under the Clinton adminis-
tration who gutted our intelligence op-
erations. Even though it was leading
Democrats who voted against giving
our troops the funding and support
they need to win the war on terror.
Even though it was the Democrats who
advocated a defeat and retreat strategy
for Iraq.

I hope the American people will take
a good look at the Democrats’ plan and
who is offering it, because they will see
once again that it is the Republican
Party that is the one that will fight to
the ends of the Earth to protect Amer-
ica.

———

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG
COVERAGE REMINDER

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I greatly appreciate phar-
macists, social workers and other care-
givers who are working to help Amer-
ican seniors realize they have only 6
weeks to take advantage of an oppor-
tunity to save hundreds of dollars in
the coming year.

Although over 27 million Americans
have registered for the Medicare pre-
scription drug program, additional sen-
iors throughout our Nation are still el-
igible to sign up for this positive plan.
I am glad that independent reports in-
dicate that those who have registered
say the total cost of all of their drugs
is often less than the amount they
were paying for just one prescription
benefit in the past. Additionally, sen-
iors who have consulted Medicare ex-
perts and insurance counselors are usu-
ally quite happy with their coverage.

As the May 15 registration deadlines
draws near, I encourage American sen-
iors to take advantage of this oppor-
tunity to significantly decrease their
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drug expenses. Simply call 1-800-MEDI-
CARE.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September 11.

———

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 609, COLLEGE
ACCESS AND OPPORTUNITY ACT
OF 20056

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 742 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 742

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 609) to
amend and extend the Higher Education Act
of 1965. No further general debate shall be in
order. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule
XVIII, no further amendment shall be in
order except those printed in the report of
the Committee on Rules accompanying this
resolution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole to the bill or to the amendment in the
nature of a substitute made in order as origi-
nal text. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). The gentleman from
Utah (Mr. BIsSHOP) is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
for the purpose of debate only, I yield
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. MAT-
SUI), pending which I yield myself such
time as I may consume. During consid-
eration of this resolution, all time
yielded is for the purpose of debate
only.

House Resolution 742 provides for a
structured rule and continued debate
on several additional amendments to
H.R. 609, the College Access and Oppor-
tunity Act of 2005.

This second rule for H.R. 609 allows
for the consideration of the Democratic
substitute bill offered by the ranking
Democratic member of the Education
and Workforce Committee, Mr. MILLER
of California, and allows for 30 minutes
of debate on that measure alone so the
House will be able to debate and dis-
cuss the substitute’s vision of whether
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it is appropriate to support the cre-
ation of at least eight new Federal edu-
cation spending programs which are
contained in that language.

Mr. Speaker, it seems like only yes-
terday we were discussing this bill.
And with apologies for using baseball
analogies; but it is spring training sea-
son and for a Cubs fan, hope looms al-
ways eternal. But to quote the great
philosopher and relief pitcher for the
Kansas City Royals, Dan Quisenberry:
“I have seen the future. It is just like
today, only longer.”

When we are talking today about
how we help kids to fulfill their dreams
of a college education, I think he is
going to prove not only visionary but
prophetic. What we talk about today I
think will be the future, just longer.

This rule today allows eight impor-
tant additional amendments to be
brought forth, and they will be debated
on the floor.

I think it is significant of the 117
amendments that were filed on this bill
for the Rules Committee, 156 were made
in order yesterday, another eight
today. Half of yesterday’s and half of
today’s will be either Democrat or bi-
partisan amendments.

O 1030

This does not even begin to count the
number of issues which were already
worked out between the minority and
the Education and Workforce staff and
chairman in the base text of the bill
over the past several months, or those
items for Democratic Members which
were included in the manager’s amend-
ment which was passed by a voice vote
yesterday.

I also want to statistically note that
44 of the amendments that were filed
were in violation of our germaneness
rule, including mandatory spending on
new programs or invoking jurisdiction
of other committees, including Judici-
ary and Ways and Means.

Twenty-five of the amendments were
filed past the Rules Committee dead-
line.

Members are always advised to be
sure of the procedure and the time
deadlines for submitting amendments,
and once again, we said yesterday, hav-
ing the additional time before part two
would give Members a chance to work
out with the Parliamentarian’s Office
the details of their particular amend-
ments.

BEight amendments were withdrawn.
Three were duplicative. Four were
taken care of in the manager’s amend-
ment from yesterday.

The underlying bill, H.R. 609, still
strikes a very good balance between re-
authorizing important and existing
higher education assistance programs,
while steering clear of social engineer-
ing mandates and massive new spend-
ing programs. At the same time, it re-
turns the emphasis to the original in-
tent of the 19656 Higher Education As-
sistance Act, to give students a hand
up in helping them to earn their own
higher education.
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Once again, the goal of this bill is
still simply to help more kids achieve
their dream of a college education and
not to try and funnel the money that
can be used for them into other kinds
of projects and programs. This is still a
good bill and, more importantly, a fair
rule, and it allows the minority to offer
its comprehensive vision of the future
with regard to these issues in the Mil-
ler substitute.

In conclusion, I ask that all Members
support and to vote in favor of this rule
so that we can complete our work on
this important legislation and move
closer to ensuring that more individ-
uals and students than ever wanting a
college education can indeed receive
the help they need to do that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Ms. MATSUI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Utah for yielding
me this time as we continue into part
two.

Today, we are considering a second
rule to make in order amendments to
the Republican majority’s version of
the higher education reauthorization. I
had hoped we would have had the op-
portunity to continue a meaningful de-
bate about how to best assist families
and students across this Nation trying
to pursue the college dream because a
college education plays such a critical
part in our lives.

As children, we all play at grown-up
roles, dreaming of what we may be
when we grow up, a teacher, an astro-
naut, a doctor, a scientist, an under-
water adventurer or perhaps even a
Member of Congress. Well, an edu-
cation is what turns those dreams into
reality, and with the reauthorization of
the Higher Education Act, we could
have had an opportunity to play a role
in encouraging these children’s futures.

But to do that, we need to be looking
at a reauthorization that reinforces
our Nation’s longstanding commitment
to providing educational opportunities
for all Americans, but alas, at the start
of this year, my colleagues across the
aisle pushed through the budget rec-
onciliation package that cuts student
loan programs by $12 billion, the single
largest cut to the Nation’s Federal stu-
dent aid programs ever.

Middle-income families are hard-
pressed to keep up with rising tuition
costs. Due to record high financial bar-
riers, high school graduates who are
fully prepared to attend a 4-year col-
lege are unable to do so.

While college tuition has continued
to rise far faster than the cost of liv-
ing, the maximum Pell Grant level has
remained virtually constant, thus forc-
ing many qualified students to post-
pone or cancel their dreams of a col-
lege degree or to incur significant debt
in the form of loans.

Clearly, this bill has room for im-
provement. We could be debating a
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number of thoughtful amendments
that would help substantially increase
our investment in student loan pro-
grams, recruit teachers and develop a
high-skilled workforce. However, fewer
than one in five amendments was made
in order.

Take, for example, the amendment
offered by Representative INSLEE to re-
cruit Head Start teachers. I remember
visiting the Nedra Court and Whis-
pering Pines Head Start program in my
district. The 60 students at each site
definitely kept those teachers busy.
This is a challenging job for which the
$20,000 salary really is not much of an
incentive.

Yet, last year, the House passed H.R.
2123, the School Readiness Act, to reau-
thorize the Head Start program. Con-
tained in that legislation was an un-
funded mandate requiring Head Start
teachers to obtain a bachelor’s degree.

Representative INSLEE offered a
straightforward amendment to in-
crease student loan forgiveness pro-
grams to $17,500, which is the same
level allowed for other targeted for-
giveness programs for high-need profes-
sions. However, we will not be allowed
to debate this amendment because the
Republican majority are limiting the
democratic process.

And those $12 billion in cuts from the
Deficit Reduction Act, Representative
EMANUEL had an amendment that
would restore the $12 billion to student
aid programs cut in the Deficit Reduc-
tion Act. I think I hear about the nega-
tive impacts of these student aid cuts
at least every other day, whether I am
home in Sacramento or here in Wash-
ington, D.C. I find it hard to believe
every other Member is not hearing this
as well. But that amendment was not
made in order.

Nor was the bipartisan Student Aid
Reward amendment. At no additional
cost to taxpayers, the STAR amend-
ment would generate more than $12 bil-
lion in additional college scholarship
aid.

Representatives HOLT and KIND also
crafted an exceptional amendment to
promote students to study and enter
into careers focused on math, science,
engineering and technology. At a time
of increasing concern about America’s
competitiveness in the world, these are
fields we must promote to develop an
engaged workforce.

I recently toured the UC Davis Cen-
ter for Biophotonics in my district.
This center explores how light and la-
sers can be applied to medical proce-
dures, making for less invasive treat-
ments and better diagnoses of cancer.
The center has dozens of math and
science graduate students assisting
with research alongside the Nation’s
leading biophotonics experts.

Unfortunately, today we are sending
a mixed message to students: We need
you to pursue math and sciences, but
we will not ensure that you can afford
the education to enter these fields.

Today, the economic, social and civic
importance of a college education has
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never been more important. Yet, col-
lege enrollment rates in the United
States are stagnant. As more and more
baby boomers begin to retire, we will
be facing a crisis in the employment
market if we cannot develop a highly
skilled and trained workforce. This
must be a national priority, but appar-
ently not for this Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT).

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank my colleague for the time.

I had concerns about this bill as well.
As Republicans, we are not in favor of
increasing government but decreasing
the amount of restrictions that addi-
tional bureaucracy creates, and I saw
part of this that created additional bu-
reaucracy by allowing States to start
accrediting.

But before I say anything else, there
has been a great deal of misinforma-
tion about what the Deficit Reduction
Act did. Having two children in college
right now myself and another about to
start next year, I have been particu-
larly sensitive about this issue. I have
had bankers and other educators say-
ing, we understood you cut $12 billion
in the Deficit Reduction Act for money
that was available for students, and
that is not right.

What occurred was there was a reduc-
tion by about $12 billion of subsidies
that were going to banks for making
the student loans, but the fact is there
was around $9.5 billion increased in the
amount available for student loans and
grants and funding. So we increased,
not decreased, by about $9.5 billion the
amount available for students.

So it was a good thing, and we recog-
nize the importance of education, and
we are trying to help them. So that ad-
dresses that comment from my col-
league.

But with regard to the bill, I have
grave concerns about it, especially to
allow the States to start accrediting.
Governments have done enough dam-
age to education in K-12 over the last
30 years. I was very concerned about
that, but I appreciate Chairman
McKEON working with me, and I appre-
ciate his staff working with us.

They have agreed to support an
amendment which strikes out the pro-
vision that allows States to apply to
the Federal Government which creates
more Federal Government, to allow
them to start accrediting, and that
provision, under my amendment, will
be struck. There will be no additional
State agencies accrediting universities
and colleges, and I am hopeful that
that will be passed with the chairman’s
support of that.

Also, we share a very strong concern
about the increases in college tuition
and fees. They have dramatically gone
up over the last 30 years. In fact, I was
asking, when I went to law school, if it
was still $600 a semester for tuition,
and they said, yeah, that much an hour
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now, but anyway, over a 30-year time,
things have just gone up dramatically.

In balancing the difficulty of not in-
creasing government, which naturally
requires an increasing cost to univer-
sities but at the same time requiring
some accountability, I think the chair-
man’s bill, if my two provisions are
passed, that this is a good bill because
it balances those things.

The task force that is created in the
top five most abusive colleges in rais-
ing tuition over a 3-year period and
costs of the college, they will have to
set up their own task force to figure
out why their institution has gotten so
abusive in its costs. So it will be its
own people looking at its own institu-
tion. It will not set up more bureauc-
racy. It will not set up more govern-
ment, and this will push and provide
pressure on institutions and have some
accountability, even though it is by
people in their own community, as the
bill sets out, as amended, if my amend-
ment is allowed to pass.

So I applaud the bill if my amend-
ment, those two provisions, pass. I
think it will be helpful in controlling
costs without increasing bureaucracies
in government, and I appreciate very
much Mr. BISHOP and the chairman and
his staff in working with us on this.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentlewoman from
California for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the rule and in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 609, the underlying bill.

As a matter of fact, I had hoped when
we started the process that we were
going to see a bipartisan effort because
all of us talk about how great and how
important education is, and I do not
think that there is a single person in
this House who would not agree with
that. But oftentimes I am afraid that
our conversations are different than
our actions.

When I look at this restrictive rule,
it prevents us from discussing and de-
bating at least 100 amendments, 100
ideas, perhaps even 100 programs at dif-
ferent ways to look at and try to im-
prove access to college education for
thousands and thousands of individuals
in our country who will be left out and
left behind, with no, or virtually no,
hope of ever reaching mainstream soci-
ety because they would not have had
the chance.

Yet, philosophically, when we think
of education, I was thinking of some-
thing that Abraham Lincoln was sup-
posed to have said at one time, and
that is, that education makes a man
easy to lead but difficult to drive, easy
to govern but impossible to enslave.

So we should have been trying to pro-
vide the highest level of opportunity
for every individual in our country to
grasp for that great opportunity.

O 1045

I had two amendments that I con-
sider to be very minor, meager amend-
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ments that I had hoped to have made
in order. One of them would have re-
stored Pell Grants to thousands of indi-
viduals who are currently incarcerated
with little skill, little training, and lit-
tle possibility without the additional
education. And yet that amendment,
and we are the most incarcerated Na-
tion on the face of the Earth, with
more than 2 million people languishing
in jails and prisons, knowing full well
that most of them will return within a
short period of time if they do not ac-
quire some of this great opportunity
that we call education, that amend-
ment, unfortunately, was shot down.

The second one would have provided
a modest sum of money, only $25 mil-
lion, for predominantly black student-
serving institutions that are serving a
low-income population, most of them
being the first in their family to have
a chance to go to college. The schools
they attend do not qualify as part of
the historically black college and uni-
versity network, and yet they will not
be allowed to get the little additional
resources.

I do want to thank Mr. PICKERING for
his cosponsorship of this amendment.
Hopefully, if it didn’t make it this
round, of course we will be back and
hopefully, eventually, it will happen.

I did have one amendment, and I am
grateful to the majority for including
that idea in the manager’s amendment,
to have the Secretary of Education
take a hard look at why there is such
a heavy disparity between African
American males, for example, who are
attending colleges and universities and
other parts of the American popu-
lation.

When we look at the bill in every
way that we can, and I know that I
have heard my colleagues come to the
floor and say that this is not a raid on
student aid; that this is expanding op-
portunity; that this is making edu-
cation more affordable, I know that
they believe what they are saying. I
just can’t figure out which playbook
they are reading from when you take a
government that takes away money
and gives back tax dollars to the
wealthy.

Education is so vitally important
that we do ourselves and we do this Na-
tion a disservice when we prevent any
individual from having an opportunity
to acquire it.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentlewoman from Min-
nesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM).

Ms. McCOLLUM of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, it is with great disappoint-
ment today that I rise to voice my op-
position to the rule and the underlying
bill. Higher education has become more
important than ever in ensuring Amer-
ica’s economic prosperity, national se-
curity, and health. A quality college
degree is the cornerstone of the Amer-
ican Dream, opening the doors of op-
portunity and professional fulfillment.

For decades, the Federal Government
has been a partner with States and col-
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leges in creating opportunity and ac-
cess to college, especially for middle-
and lower-income students. But today,
just 2 months after the Republicans
voted to raid Federal student aid by $12
billion, a vote which passed by only
two votes, Republicans once again are
pushing through a higher education
bill that does not help American fami-
lies pay for college. Why? Well, it is be-
cause the Republican Party is appar-
ently more interested in tax cuts for
corporations and for oil companies.

Traditionally, the Higher Education
Act has enjoyed widespread bipartisan
support. But today, instead of mean-
ingful debate about the future of our
students and our country, a debate
that would provide accountability and
access and opportunity, we find that
debate has been blocked by the Repub-
lican majority.

The Higher Education Act should be
about creating access to vocational
training and college for millions of
America’s students and adults who find
themselves having to get reeducated in
this tough economy. The reauthoriza-
tion law should serve as an opportunity
to improve the current law and make
college more accessible.

Unfortunately, the underlying bill
does nothing to make college more af-
fordable, and in fact it raids student
aid. And it does this at a time when
tuition is rising faster than the rate of
inflation; at a time when financial aid
for America’s families is not keeping
up with the rising cost of a college edu-
cation; and at a time when this Con-
gress will be voting for tax giveaways
for the Nation’s wealthiest. In other
words, as a former teacher, I give this
higher education bill a failing grade.
And it gets a failing grade because it
misses the opportunity to promote stu-
dents’ abilities to afford college and to
make America more economically se-
cure.

This dramatic rise in tuition that I
spoke about earlier over the past dec-
ade can only be explained by our lack
of participating and making college
more affordable at a Federal level, but
also many of our States also get a fail-
ing grade for their participation in
making higher education affordable for
all students. When we put the dream of
a college education out of reach for
Americans, America suffers. When we
put the dream of being able to afford a
college education out of reach for
Americans, our students suffer.

In the Rules Committee, I offered an
amendment, along with Mr. TIERNEY,
that would have presented a real solu-
tion to the college affordability issue,
offering an achievable goal for the Fed-
eral Government to work in partner-
ship with States to have account-
ability, to provide the opportunity for
the American Dream for millions more
families. Unfortunately, this oppor-
tunity was missed when our amend-
ment was ruled out of order. We would
have ensured that students and col-
leges in my district and districts all
over this country would have invested
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in a competitive fashion in order to
make our students and our country
more able to compete in the future.

Why has Congress backed away from
their future? Well, the answer is sim-
ple. Congress backed away because
they wanted to take $12 billion that
could have been put back into the high-
er education bill. They raided that $12
billion and gave it to corporations.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER).

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I thank the gentlewoman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker and Members of the
House, later today this House will have
an opportunity to reverse one of the
more egregious things that we have
done, or those who voted for it have
done, against the interest of America’s
economy, of America’s institutions of
higher education, for the students who
are attending them, and the families
that are supporting them. And that
was when earlier this year in the budg-
et reconciliation bill, this Congress,
under Republican leadership, cut $12
billion out of the student aid accounts
and foisted a higher cost onto students
and their families at the exact time
when the increased cost of college edu-
cation is outstripping the ability of
those families to afford that education.

We are starting to see an increasing
number of young people who are fully
qualified, who would fully benefit from
a college education who are now decid-
ing maybe they can’t do it because
they can’t afford it. The exact purpose
of the Federal Government’s involve-
ment in helping to finance higher edu-
cation for America’s students is to
make sure that no qualified student is
turned away from that opportunity be-
cause of cost.

So today, in our substitute, we will
have the opportunity to make a down
payment on reversing those costs for
those families and those students most
in need. And what we will do is we will
cut the new interest rate that is going
to go into place in July at 6.8 percent
on these loans. We would reduce that
to 3.4 percent, and this would be a down
payment for 1 year. We obviously hope
that the Congress would follow on and
continue that effort so that these stu-
dents can afford that education.

It is just incredible what was done in
that budget reconciliation. Over 70 per-
cent of the net savings that comes
from excessive fees that we identify,
and excessive interest rates that are
charged to families and to students,
rather than return what are identified
as excessive rates to those families so
they can help pay for their college edu-
cation, we took those, the Congress
took those, the Republicans took those
and gave them in tax cuts to the
wealthiest people in the country.

So these people will continue to pay
excessive interest rates, but they will
not get it returned to them. It will go
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to pay for the tax cuts. They want to
say it is for deficit reduction. It wasn’t
for deficit reduction. It was to pay for
the tax cuts, either the tax cuts for the
o0il companies or the tax cuts for the
wealthiest people in this country.

So it is very important that all Mem-
bers give very serious consideration to
this substitute. It will be offered by
myself and Mr. KILDEE, Mr. BOBBY
ScoTT, DANNY DAVIS, and Mr. GRIJALVA
as a way of doing this. It also provides
for establishing a new predominantly
black-serving institutions program to
boost college preparation rates among
low-income black students, and it also
provides for increasing the tribal col-
lege minimum grants. It stabilizes
tribal college construction to ensure
that the funds for construction under
the Higher Education Act are guaran-
teed.

It takes a number of the provisions
that are in the underlying bill that
help Hispanic teaching institutions and
gets rid of the single-lender rule so
that people can have an option about
where they go to refinance and renego-
tiate their college loans.

But it is a very important substitute.
It is, in fact, a down payment on behalf
of American students, on behalf of
America’s families, and on behalf of
America’s economy. It is about eco-
nomic and national security because it
ensures that young Americans with a
lot of talent will not be shut out of col-
lege because of the increased cost im-
posed upon them by the Republicans’
actions earlier this year in the Budget
Reconciliation Act.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. KEL-
LER), the subcommittee chairman.

Mr. KELLER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

The Higher Education Act that will
be reauthorized today by this House is
a good bill because it strengthens the
Pell Grant program, it expands Perkins
loans, and it increases access to college
for millions of people.

Now, we have just heard from the
other side that they have a substitute
that is better, called Reverse the Raid
on Financial Aid. Now, let’s just take a
look at whether this is an actual true
statement, whether the Republican
Party has been raiding financial aid.

I have here a chart that shows the
history of Pell Grants for the past 20
years. And of course Pell Grants are
the heart of this higher education reau-
thorization bill. Shown here in yellow
are the Pell Grant funding levels when
the Democrats were in control of the
Congress. Shown here in red are when
Republicans have been in control in
Congress.

Looking at this over the past 20
years, does it really look like Repub-
licans have raided financial aid? Are
you kidding me? You can easily see
from these figures that under a Repub-
lican Congress financial aid has in-
creased dramatically.
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In fact, if you look at the last 3 ye